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evaluation of thyroid nodules. It was unclear whether other diagnostic tools were excluded from the study. You should decide whether palpation-guided FNAB and ultrasound-guided FNAB represent current practice in your own setting.
Validity of estimate of measure of effectiveness
The analysis was based on a diagnostic accuracy study where both aspiration biopsy techniques were performed on each nodule in each patient. This was appropriate for the study question. The sample was one of convenience and is likely to represent the population of patients arriving at an outpatient clinic in Turkey. It was unclear how representative this group is of the wider population of patients with nodules requiring diagnosis. The analysis of effectiveness was handled credibly.
Validity of estimate of measure of benefit
The authors did not derive a summary measure of health benefit. The analysis was, in effect, a cost-consequences study.
Validity of estimate of costs
Very little detail of the cost estimates was provided. It is not possible to judge whether all the relevant categories of costs were included because the costs and the quantities were not reported separately (a single price for each procedure being obtained from 10 local hospitals). No sensitivity analysis of the costs was conducted. Charges rather than unit costs might have been used. The price year was not reported.
Other issues
The authors made appropriate comparisons of their findings with those from other studies. The issue of generalisability to other settings was discussed, with the authors noting that the costs of the two treatments were similar or lower in other countries, but higher in the USA. The lack of clarity in the cost calculations means that the results reported could not currently be directly transposed to any other setting, even within Turkey. The authors did not present their results selectively. The authors' conclusions do not adequately take the cost-difference between the techniques and the uncertainty into consideration. When the authors stated that the cost-difference was not significant, this was not in a strict statistical sense but was merely a point of view. The authors noted that the relatively small number of cancers in the surgical cases made it difficult to assess, for example, the true sensitivity and specificity. They did not note any further limitations to their study.
